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This Appeal Brief is being timely filed within two months from 
the date of receipt by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office of 
the Notice of Appeal. 

This Appeal Brief is being submitted pursuant to 3 7 CFR 
41.37 with the appropriate fee. The Appeal Brief supports the 
patentability of claims 1, 4, 8 and 11-15. For the reasons set 
forth below, it is respectfully submitted that the rejections set 
forth in the September 20, 2005 Office Action should be reversed. 

A. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest of the above- identified 
application is U.S. Philips Corporation of New York, New York by 
virtue of an assignment of an undivided 100% interest in the 
application by the inventor. 

B. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

At this time, there are no related appeals or interferences. 

C. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1, 4, 8 and 11-15 are pending in this application 
and all have been finally rejected by Examiner Ashokkumar B. 
Patel of Group Art Unit 2154. Appellant is therefore appealing 
the final rejection of these claims. 

Claim 1 is a first independent claim upon which claim 4 
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depends. Claim 8 is a second independent claim upon which claims 
11 and 12 depend either directly or indirectly. Claim 13 is a 
third independent claim upon which claims 14 and 15 depend. The 
appealed claims are set forth in the Claims Appendix attached 
hereto. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

An Amendment under 37 CFR 1.116 was filed on November 2, 
2005 after issuance of the September 20, 2005 Final Office 
Action. Examiner Patel indicated that this Amendment has been 
entered for the purposes of appeal. 

E. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

In the following Summary of Claimed Subject Matter, the 
references to the specification correspond to the specification 
as originally filed on December 13, 2000, and the reference 
numbers in parenthesis are the corresponding components 
illustrated in Figs. 2 and 3. 

The present claimed invention as defined by independent 
claim 1 is directed to a bridge that is configured to facilitate 
communications between a first network (130) of Non-IP-compatible 
entities and a second network (170) of IP-compatible entities, 
comprising a Non-IP to IP interface (220) to facilitate 
communications between an application entity (230) on the first 

3 
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network (130) and a Web server (180) on the second network (170) 
comprising an IP Web client (330) that is operably coupled to the 
second network (170) to selectively translate a first set of 
communications between the Web server (18 0) and the first network 
(13 0) , and to pass a second set of communications between the Web 
server (180) and the first network (130) without translation, a 
Non-IP Web proxy (320) that is operably coupled to the IP Web 
client (330) and the first network (130), and is configured to 
make the IP Web client (330) compliant with middleware that is 
associated with the Non-IP network (130), a Non-IP Web proxy 
client (310) that is operably coupled to the Non-IP Web proxy 
(320) and the first network (130), and is configured to allow the 
application entity (230) to access the Web server (180) . 
Interface 220 is referred to as a HAVi-to-Web glue layer in the 
specification and is described generally at page 6, lines 8-11 
and more specifically at page 6, line 13 to page 7, line 20. 

The bridge also includes an IP to Non-IP interface (260) to 
facilitate communications between a Web browser (210) on the 
second network (170) and a Non-IP device entity (250) on the 
first network (130) , comprising a Non-IP Web server (350) that is 
operably coupled to the second network (170) , to selectively 
translate a first set of communications between the Web browser 
(210) and the first network (130) , and to pass a second set of 
communications between the Web browser (210) and the first 
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network (130) without translation, a Web service executor (360) 
that is operably coupled to the Non-IP web server (350) and to 
the first network (13 0) , and is configured to provide access to 
the Non-IP device entity (250), a Web page generator (370) that 
is operably coupled to the Non-IP Web Server (350) and to the 
first network (13 0) , and is configured to generate web pages for 
presentation to the Web browser (210), and a translation manager 
(380) that is operably coupled to the Non-IP Web server (350), 
the Web service executor (360), and the Web page generator (370), 
and is configured to provided service- to-user- interface and 
message-to-methods translation services. Interface 260 is 
referred to as a Web-to-HAVi glue layer in the specification and 
is described generally at page 7, lines 23-28 and more 
specifically at page 7, line 30 to page 14, line 3. 

The present claimed invention as defined by independent 
claim 8 is directed to a Non-IP network (13 0) comprising at least 
one Non-IP-compatible device (250) and a bridge that includes a 
Non-IP to IP interface (220) to facilitate communications between 
an application entity (230) on the Non-IP network (13 0) and a Web 
server (180) on an IP network (170) comprising an IP Web client 
(330) that is operably coupled to the IP network (170) , to 
selectively translate a first set of communications between the 
Web server (180) and the Non-IP network (130), and to pass a 
second set of communications between the Web server (180) and the 

5 
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non-IP network (130) without translation, a Non-IP Web proxy 
(320) that is operably coupled to the IP Web client (330) and the 
Non-IP network (13 0) , and is configured to make the IP Web client 
(330) compliant with middleware that is associated with the Non- 
IP network (130) , a Non-IP Web proxy client (310) that is 
operably coupled to the Non-IP Web proxy (320) and the Non-IP 
network (130), and is configured to allow the application entity 
(230) to access the Web server (180) , and an IP to Non-IP 
interface (260) to facilitate communications between a Web 
browser (210) on the IP network (170) and the at least one Non- 
IP-compatible device (250) on the Non-IP network (130) comprising 
a translation manager (380) suitable to provide service-to-user 
interface and message- to-methods translation services. Interface 
220, also referred to as a HAVi-to-Web glue layer, is described 
generally at page 6, lines 8-11 and more specifically at page 6, 
line 13 to page 7, line 20. Interface 260, also referred to as a 
Web-to-HAVi glue layer, is described generally at page 7, lines 
23-28 and more specifically at page 7, line 30 to page 14, line 
3 . 

The present claimed invention as defined by independent 
claim 13 is directed to a method of enabling interactions between 
a Non-IP network (130) and an IP network (170), comprising 
establishing an IP connection between a browser (210) on the IP 
network (170) and a server (350) at a bridge element (260) , 

6 
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communicating a web page corresponding to the server (350) to the 
browser (210) , receiving a user input from the browser (210) to 
the server (350) , based on the web page, processing the user 
input to produce one or more commands related to an object on the 
Non-IP network (130) , and communicating the one or more commands 
to the object, wherein a first set of communications are 
selectively translated via a translation manager (380) 
operatively connected to the Non-IP Web network (13 0) and 
suitable to provide service-to-user-interface and message-to- 
methods translation services, and passed between the browser 
(210) and the Non-IP network (130) , and a second set of 
communications are passed between the browser (210) and the Non- 
IP network (13 0) without translation. This method is described in 
the specification, for example, at page 8, line 21 to page 9, 
line 18. 

F. GROUNDS OF REJECTIONS TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

The issues presented for review are: 

1. whether U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2001/0047431 
(Eytchison) is entitled under 35 USC 119(e) to the benefit of the 
filing date of U.S. provisional patent application Ser. No. 
60/181,406 in order to be available as prior art citable against 
the patentability of the claims herein; and 

7 
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2. assuming arguendo that Eytchison is entitled under 35 
USC 119(e) to the benefit of the filing of the x 406 provisional 
patent application, whether the subject matter of claims 1, 4, 8, 
11 and 12 is patentable under 35 USC 103 over the teachings of 
Eytchison in view USP 6,523,696 (Saito et al . ) . 

G. ARGUMENT 

1. The Pending Rejection 

Claims 1, 4, 8 and 11-15 are rejected under 35 USC 103 as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication No. US 
2001/0047431 (Eytchison) in view U.S. Patent No. 6,523,696 (Saito 
et al. ) . 

2. Appellant's Arguments -Issue 1 

Eytchison should not be available as prior art citable 
against the patentability of claims 1, 4, 8 and 11-15 because it 
should not be entitled under 35 USC 119(e) to the benefit of the 
filing date of U.S. provisional patent application Ser. No. 
60/181,406. 

Eytchison (U.S. patent application Ser. No. 09/780,289) has 
a filing date of February 8, 2001 and claims priority under 35 
USC 119(e) of U.S. provisional patent application No. 60/181,406 
filed February 9, 2000, a copy of which is included in the 
Evidence Appendix. 

8 
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The present application was filed December 13, 2000 which is 
before the February 8, 2001 filing date of Eytchison' s *289 non- 
provisional patent application. As such, if Eytchison is not 
entitled to the benefit of the filing date of the M06 
provisional patent application under 35 USC 119(e), then it is 
not available as prior art against the patentability of the 
rejected claims. 

Eytchison is not entitled to the benefit of the filing date 
of the x 406 provisional patent application under 35 USC 119(e) 
because the provisional application (U.S. Provisional Application 
No. 60/181,406) upon which Eytchison claims priority does not 
support the disclosure relied upon by the Examiner in formulating 
the rejection of the claims set forth in the September 20, 2005 
Office Action. 

Specifically, the Examiner states that Eytchison shows 
features of the claimed invention with specific and repeated 
reference to Fig. 6 of Eytchison (see the Office Action dated 
September 20, 2005, pages 5-13) . However, Fig. 6 of Eytchison is 
not present in the x 4 06 provisional patent application. 

In spite of this deficiency, the Examiner alleges that pages 
11 and 12 of the M06 provisional patent application show 
elements which enable the Eytchison invention. However, the 
components on pages 11 and 12 are not described in the v 406 
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provisional patent application and moreover, differ significantly 
from the schematic shown in Fig. 6 of Eytchison. 

The illustrations in the M06 provisional patent 
application, without an accompanying description thereof, simply 
do not provide an enabling disclosure of the subject matter 
disclosed in Eytchison in accordance with 3 5 USC 112 to enable 
Eytchison to be entitled to the benefit of the filing date of the 
x 406 provisional patent application. The Examiner's proposed 
interpretation of the drawings of the v 4 06 provisional patent 
application is believed to be based at least in part on the 
detailed disclosure in Eytchison, but reliance on such disclosure 
is impermissible in order to support the presence of an enabling 
disclosure in the earlier filed M06 provisional patent 
application. 

Since Provisional Application No. 60/181,406 does not 
support the disclosure upon which the Examiner relies (the 
schematic shown in Fig. 6), the rejection of claims 1, 4, 8 and 
11-15 under 35 USC 103 based upon Eytchison is not proper, and if 
the Examiner wishes to maintain the rejection, the Examiner must 
find a new reference to replace Eytchison. 

3. Appellant's Arguments -Issue 2 

Even if Eytchison is entitled under 35 USC 119(e) to the 
benefit of the filing of the M06 provisional patent application, 
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Eytchison in combination with Saito et al . does not disclose, 
teach or suggest all of the embodiments of the invention. 

Specifically, the embodiments of the invention set forth in 
claims 1 and 8 include a Non-IP to IP interface having an IP Web 
client, a Non-IP Web proxy and a Non-IP Web proxy client, and an 
IP to Non-IP interface including a translation manager. Claim 1 
further recites that the IP to Non-IP interface includes a Non-IP 
web server, a Web service executor and a Web page generator. 
Thus, there are two interfaces in these embodiments, each 
containing unique components. As shown in Fig. 3, the two 
interfaces, designated 220, 260, are separated to enable, for 
example, simultaneous translation of data from the Internet 170 
to the HAVi network 13 0 and translation of data from the HAVi 
network 130 to the Internet 170. 

Also, there are dedicated components which perform the Non- 
IP to IP data translation (through interface 220) and other, 
dedicated components which perform the IP to Non-IP data 
translation (through interface 260) . Thus, each component is used 
in only one type of data translation. 

By contrast, in Eytchison, there is a single bridge or 
protocol translator 506 between the Internet 502 and the HAVi 
network 504 (not two interfaces as in the claimed embodiments) 
and the components involved in the data translation perform 
functions during translation of messages from the Internet to the 

li 
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HAVi network and also during translation of messages from the 
HAVi network to the Internet (not dedicated components in each 
interface as in the claimed embodiments) . Eytchison does not 
disclose, teach or suggest providing multiple bridges or protocol 
translators between an IP network and a Non-IP network, each with 
dedicated components . 

In view of the absence of all of the features of claims 1 
and 8 in Eytchison, as well as Saito et al . , one skilled in the 
art could not modify Eytchison in view of Saito et al . and arrive 
at the embodiments of the invention set forth in claims 1 and 8, 
as well as those set forth in claims 4, 11 and 12 which depend 
from claim 1 or claim 8 . 

H. CONCLUSION 

The disclosure in Eytchison which is relied upon by the 
Examiner to support the rejection of the pending claims is not 
supported by the disclosure in the x 406 provisional patent 
application from which it claims priority under 35 USC 119(e). In 
view of an earlier filing date of the provisional application 
from which priority is claimed by the instant application, 
Eytchison is therefore not available as prior art citable against 
the patentability of the pending claims. 

Moreover, the cited prior art does not disclose, teach or 
suggest all of the features of independent claims 1 and 8, 

12 
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namely, two interfaces between a Non-IP network (e.g., a HAVi 
network) and an IP network (e.g., the Internet), and therefore 
cannot be combined to render the embodiments set forth in these 
claims unpatentable. 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 1, 4, 8 and 11-15 under 35 USC 103 are 
respectfully requested. 

FEE 

A Credit Card Authorization Form in the amount of $500.00 is 
enclosed herewith in payment of the requisite fee for filing this 
brief in support of the Appeal. 

******************** 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that 
the Examiner has erred in rejecting all of the appealed claims 
and a reversal of such claims by this honorable Board is 
solicited. 

A copy of the appealed claims is appended herewith. 
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Please charge any additional fees or credit any overpayment 
to Deposit Account No. 14-1270. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Frishauf, Holtz, Goodman & Chick, P.C. 

220 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10001-7708 

Tel. (212) 319-4900 

Fax (212) 319-5101 

RPM/ms 

End.: Claims Appendix 

Evidence Appendix 

Credit Card Authorization Form in the Amount of $500.00 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

Claim 1. A bridge that is configured to facilitate 
communications between a first network of Non-IP-compatible 
entities and a second network of IP-compatible entities, 
comprising : 

5 a Non-IP to IP interface to facilitate communications 

between an application entity on the first network and a Web 
server on the second network comprising: 

an IP Web client that is operably coupled to the second 
network to selectively translate a first set of communications 
10 between the Web server, and the first network, and to pass a 

second set of communications between the Web server and the first 
network without translation; 

a Non-IP Web proxy that is operably coupled to the IP Web 
client and the first network, and is configured to make the IP 
15 Web client compliant with middleware that is associated with the 
Non-IP network; 

a Non-IP Web proxy client that is operably coupled to the 
Non-IP Web proxy and the first network, and is configured to 
allow the application entity to access the Web server; and 
20 an IP to Non-IP interface to facilitate communications 

between a Web browser on the second network and a Non-IP device 
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entity on the first network, comprising: 

a Non-IP Web server that is operably coupled to the second 
network, to selectively translate a first set of communications 
between the Web browser and the first network, and to pass a 
second set of communications between the Web browser and the 
first network without translation; 

a Web service executor that is operably coupled to the Non- 
IP web server and to the first network, and is configured to 
provide access to the Non-IP device entity; 

a Web page generator that is operably coupled to the Non-IP 
Web Server and to the first network, and is configured to 
generate web pages for presentation to the Web browser; and 

a translation manager that is operably coupled to the Non-IP 
Web server, the Web service executor, and the Web page generator, 
and is configured to provided service-to-user- interface and 
message-to-methods translation services. 

Claims 2-3 (Cancelled) . 

Claim 4. The bridge as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the Non-IP Web proxy is configured to facilitate 
communications between the Web server and a Non-IP service. 



Claims 5-7 (Cancelled) 
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Claim 8. A Non-IP network comprising 

at least one Non- IP-compatible device; and 

a bridge that includes: 

a Non-IP to IP interface to facilitate communications 
5 between an application entity on the Non- IP network and a Web 
server on an IP network comprising: 

an IP Web client that is operably coupled to the IP network, 
to selectively translate a first set of communications between 
the Web server and the Non- IP network, and to pass a second set 
10 of communications between the Web server and the non- IP network 
without translation; 

a Non- IP Web proxy that is operably coupled to the IP Web 
client and the Non- IP network, and is configured to make the IP 
Web client compliant with middleware that is associated with the 
15 Non- IP network; 

a Non- IP Web proxy client that is operably coupled to the 
Non- IP Web proxy and the Non- IP network, and is configured to 
allow the application entity to access the Web server; and 

an IP to Non- IP interface to facilitate communications 
20 between a Web browser on the IP network and the at least one Non- 
IP-compatible device on the Non- IP network comprising: 

a translation manager suitable to provide service-to-user 
interface and message- to-methods translation services. 

17 
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Claims 9-10 (Cancelled) . 

Claim 11. The Non-IP network as claimed in claim 8, wherein 
the IP to Non-IP interface further includes: 

a Non-IP Web server that is operably coupled to the IP 
network, and is configured to appear as an Internet server to the 
5 Web browser; 

a Web service executor that is operably coupled to the Non- 
IP Web server and to the Non-IP network, and is configured to 
provide access to the at least one Non- IP- compatible device; and 

a Web page generator that is operably coupled to the Non- IP 
10 Web server and to the Non- IP network, and is configured to 
generate web pages for presentation to the Web browser; 

wherein the translation manager is operably coupled to the 
Non- IP Web server, to the Web service executor, and to the Web 
page generator. 

Claim 12. The Non-IP network as claimed in claim 11, 
wherein 

the Non- IP Web server is configured to selectively translate 
a first set of communications between the Web browser and the 
5 Non- IP network, and to pass a second set of communications 
between the Web browser and the Non- IP network without 

18 
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translation. 

Claim 13 . A method of enabling interactions between a Non- 
IP network and an IP network, comprising: 

establishing an IP connection between a browser on the IP 
network and a server at a bridge element, 

communicating a web page corresponding to the server to the 
browser, 

receiving a user input from the browser to the server, based 
on the web page, 

processing the user input to produce one or more commands 
related to an object on the Non-IP network, and 

communicating the one or more commands to the object, 
wherein a first set of communications are selectively translated 
via a translation manager operatively connected to the Non-IP Web 
network and suitable to provide service-to-user- interface and 
message- to-methods translation services, and passed between the 
browser and the Non-IP network, and a second set of 
communications are passed between the browser and the Non-IP 
network without translation. 

Claim 14. The method of claim 13, further including: 
determining a status corresponding to the object on the Non- 
IP network, 



Appln. No. 09/736,069 

Appeal Brief dated February 7 , 2006 



creating a web page corresponding to a status of the object, 

5 and 

communicating the web page from the server to the browser. 

Claim 15. The method of claim 13, further including: 
receiving an access request from a Non- IP-compatible 
application, 

communicating the access request to a Web server on the IP 
5 network, 

receiving a web page corresponding to the Web server, and 
communicating messages corresponding to the web page to the 
Non-IP-compatible application. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



Copy of U.S. provisional patent application Ser. No. 60/181,406 
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This Page is Inserted by IFW Indexing and Scanning 
Operations and is not part of the Official Record 



Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 
[Zfaded TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 



U LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 




